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sllowed them to drop it out of their contract.
Now, what are the facts ? My hon. friend
{Mr. Foster) said that the price the Ameri
can company had offered to do the stamped
envelopes for was an unremunerative price.
I do not blame him for thinking that. be-

caus2 his idea of what is a fair price is the.

price that can be gathered from Mr. Bur-
land’s tender. He does not seem to have

any oiher idea of what is a fair price. and-

when he fixds that the tender of the Burland
company was 8250 and $3 a thousand
for stamped euvelopee and that the tender
of the Anwrican company was $1.50 and
$1.75 per thousand. he sees there was a

material difference. and possibly the hon.:

centleman (Mr. Foster) was justified in

thinking that probably that was an unre-

muner:ative price.
Mr. FOSTER. That helps my argument.
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Exactly.

it helps it: but if my hon. friend would
read the letter of Mr. Barber which he will:
find at page 35, he will get some interesting

information in respect to the stamped en-
velopes.
Company. dated 21st November, 1896, there;
is some interesting reading ; there is for!
example this sentence, which I do not know !
anything about except that I find it in the:
letter ‘

1
We mxght say that we have employed an ex- l

perienced steel engraver from New York to visit
Ottawa to examine the samples, and on his re-:
commendation have made up our prices. He found |
on examination that supplies had been delivered |
that were not steel plate work.

I do not know what foundatxon there is for
thart.

Mr. FOSTER. Not the least.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Well, the!
Barber & Ellis Company give it upon the!
authority of an expert engraver, whe pro-;
bably is a better judge than either my hon.
friend or myself. However, I did not read it
for the purpose of endorsing it; I frankly
admit that on that point I have no knowl-
edge. and I offer no opinion.

following passage :(—

We would ask ycur attention to the prices

we are prepared to supply stamped envelopes.
The prices that are at present paid are practically
prohibitive, as no consumer will pay the differ-
ence between the stamped and the plain envelope.
As the whole amount used annually only amounts
to three or four hundred dollars, we would urge
the Government to reserve the right to cancel
that portion of the tender «t any time, 83 we are
prrepared to lay before your department a plan
very much in line with that adopted in the
United States, and we are confident that the con-
sumption of stamped envelopes wouid very soon
amount to as much per week as they do now in
the whole year, and they could be seld at such
a price as to yield the Post Office Department a
large annual revenue.

Now. Sir, in looking over the matter we
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In the letter of the Barber & Ellis;

But down at
the conclusion of the letter you will find ther
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!
: found that the stamped envelope provision
in the contract was not a very lmportant
. element. and it was left out of the contract
- simply because our attention had been called
‘1o the fact that it was hardly to be regarded
‘as in the same line as the engraving. It
- was shown that it could be done under con-
"ditions different from those which neces
. sarily surrounded the engraving, and we
were led to believe that the work would
. probably be done as cheaply, and perhaps
‘more cheaply elsewhere, than by insisting op
; having it done as part of the engraving cou-
‘tract. When my hon. friend (Mr. Foster)
. says that we left it out of the contract in
rorder that we might relieve the American
: Bank Note Company of a piece of work
that was unremunerative, and which they
. were glad to get rid of. I would call his
fattention to the fact that while the prices
;of the American Company for stamped: ei-
‘velopes were $1.530 and $1.75 per thousand,
the tender of the Barber & Ellis
Company to do tie saine work was 8S1.2%
per thousand. Therefore, it could nor have
‘heen dropped out of the American Bank
Note Company contract because the price
i was remunerative. when the Barber &
"Ellis Company was pre pared to do it at a
!lower price.

f Mr. FOSTER. How manv would they do ?

The MINISTEL OI' FINANCE. They
twould do as many as we wanted.

Aflr. FOSTELR. Two hundred thousand °

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Their
|L10p0:~.ll was that they would do just as
wany as we wanted. I call attention to
: the fact that we left the stamped envelopes
z(ut of the contract. because we discovered
xthat they couid be conveniently done in the
crdinary way of printing. and my hon.
' friend the Postmaster General is now free
‘to make a new and special contract if he
.!chooses with the Barber & Ellis Company,
ior with aay ore else, fer these stamped en-
i velopes ; or, to have them done, as he pro-
i bably will have them done, and as I believe
is his intertion. by the Government Printing
Office in Ottawa.

1 believe, Sir, that in thhs matter, we must
always get back to the main question of the
difference between the tender of the Ame-
rican Bank Note Company and the tender of
the British American Bank Note Company.
I wonder what risk there is involved in
accepting the tender of the /American com-
pany. One would suppose from the state-
ment of my hon. friend (Mr. Foster) that
there was something very dangerous in it.
Now, the method this company proposes to
adopt in dealing with this business is sei
forth in their own letter which is fo be
 found on page 47. They say :

1 It is our intention to submit a model, or mod-
- els, of each instrument, note, stamp or card, ex-
hibiting the same just as it will appear when
printed from the engraved olate, for the approval

i




